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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
 
 
STATE OF IDAHO,    ) 
      ) 
 Plaintiff-Respondent,  ) NO. 43498 
      ) 
v.      ) KOOTENAI COUNTY  
) NO. CR 2014-14284 
      ) 
BRANDON LEWIS BILES,   )  
      ) APPELLANT’S BRIEF 
 Defendant-Appellant.  ) 
________________________________ ) 
 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
 
Nature of the Case 
 
 Brandon Biles appeals from the district court’s order relinquishing jurisdiction and 
executing a unified sentence of eight years, with three years fixed, following his 
conviction for felony driving while under the influence of alcohol (“DUI”) and 
resisting/obstructing an officer.  He contends the district court abused its discretion by 
relinquishing jurisdiction. 
 
Statement of the Facts and Course of Proceedings 
 On or about July 22, 2014, Mr. Biles was driving a vehicle while under the 
influence of alcohol and struck a parked vehicle.  (R., p.16.)  He failed to stop or notify 
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the owner of the parked vehicle, and was apprehended after stopping at a nearby liquor 
store.  (R., pp.16-17.)  After waiving a preliminary hearing, Mr. Biles was charged by 
information with DUI, failure to notify upon striking an unattended vehicle, having an 
open container in a public place and/or city limits, malicious injury to property, driving 
without privileges, and resisting and/or obstructing an officer.  (R., pp.56, 60-63.)  The 
DUI was charged as a felony based on the allegation that Mr. Biles had previously been 
convicted of a DUI at least twice before within ten years.  (R., p.62.)   
Mr. Biles entered in an agreement with the State pursuant to which he pled guilty 
to DUI and resisting/obstructing an officer and admitted he had previously been 
convicted of a DUI at least twice before within ten years.  (R., pp.62, 64.)  In exchange, 
the State dismissed all remaining charges and recommended a rider.  (R., p.66.)  The 
district court sentenced Mr. Biles to a unified term of eight years, with three years fixed.  
(R., p.104.)  It retained jurisdiction for one year with the recommendation that Mr. Biles 
participate in the therapeutic community (“TC”) rider.  (R., p.105.)  The judgment was 
entered on January 21, 2015.  (R., pp.103-08.)       
 Prior to the expiration of the period of retained jurisdiction, the district court 
relinquished jurisdiction and executed the original sentence of eight years, with three 
years fixed.  (R., pp.115-20.)  The judgment was entered on August 18, 2015.  
(R., pp.116-20.)  Mr. Biles filed a timely notice of appeal.  (R., pp.124-27.)  He then filed 
a Rule 35 motion for reconsideration of sentence, which the district court denied on 
October 27, 2015.1  (R., pp.131-32.)  
                                            
1 Mr. Biles did not support his Rule 35 motion with any additional evidence or 
information.  (R., pp.131-32.)  He does not challenge the district court’s denial of this 
motion on appeal in light of State v. Huffman, 144 Idaho 201, 203 (2007). 
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ISSUE 




The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Relinquished Jurisdiction  
 
This Court reviews a district court’s decision to relinquish jurisdiction for an abuse 
of discretion.  See State v. Latneau, 154 Idaho 165, 166 (2013); see also I.C. § 19-
2601(4).  The district court abused its discretion when it relinquished jurisdiction in light 
of MR. Biles’s behavior on his rider and his expressed desire to be successful. 
Mr. Biles was in the TC rider program for approximately six months prior to 
relinquishment.  (Tr., p.33, Ls.20-21; R., p.112.)  He did not receive any formal 
disciplinary sanctions on his rider.  (Presentence Investigation Report (“PSI”), p.33.)  On 
the contrary, his performance was, in many ways, quite good.  He explained in a letter 
to the district court that he “was an expeditor coordinator and a role model for the TC 
family” and “was well on [his] way to becoming a peer mentor.”  (R., p.112.)  However, 
according to the rehabilitation specialist who prepared the addendum to his PSI, he also 
“struggle[d] with implementing . . . prosocial skills” and did not “demonstrate[ ] significant 
change in his criminal core beliefs or in his behavior.”  (PSI, p.39.)  Mr. Biles recognized 
his shortcomings and, at the rider review hearing, accepted responsibility for his actions.  
(Tr., p.36, L.15.) 
Mr. Biles wrote a letter to the court prior to the hearing in which he explained that 
his time on the rider was “not easy” because he lost eight family members, which 
“weighed heavily on [his] heart and mind.”  (R., p.112.)  However, he “made tremendous 
changes in [his] personal behaviors” and gained “a better understanding of [his] 
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destructive behaviors and how [they have] affected those around [him].”  (R., p.112.)  
He told the court he had “turned a corner” and “will continue to make great changes to 
become a better citizen of [his] community and a better man for [his] family.”  
(R., p.113.) 
It is important to recognize that the time Mr. Biles spent on his rider—
approximately six months—was his longest period of sobriety since he was fourteen 
years old.  (Tr., p.36, Ls.10-11.)  He told the court, “I’ve learned more in that six months 
than I’ve learned in my whole life.”  (Tr., p.37, Ls.22-24.)  He was supported by three 
family members who attended his rider review hearing and he shared with the court that 
he had “changed tremendously in [his] heart.”  (Tr., p.35, Ls.7-12.; p.38, Ls.11-12.)  
Mr. Biles requested a chance at a faith-based program.  (Tr., p.35, Ls.15-18; p.38, 
Ls.12-17; R., p.114.)  In light of his extreme alcohol addiction and the progress he made 
on his rider, the district court abused its discretion when it relinquished jurisdiction and 
executed Mr. Biles’s original sentence. 
 
CONCLUSION 
Mr. Biles respectfully requests that the Court vacate the district court’s order 
relinquishing jurisdiction and remand with instructions that he be placed on probation.  
Alternatively, he requests that this case be remanded to the district court for a new rider 
review hearing. 
 DATED this 7th day of December, 2015. 
      __________/s/_______________ 
      ANDREA W. REYNOLDS 
      Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
 5 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 7th day of December, 2015, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing APPELLANT’S BRIEF, by causing to be placed a copy 
thereof in the U.S. Mail, addressed to: 
 
BRANDON LEWIS BILES 
INMATE #113120 
SICI 
PO BOX 8509 
BOISE ID 83707 
  
FRED M GIBLER 




KOOTENAI COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
E-MAILED BRIEF 
  
KENNETH K. JORGENSEN 







      __________/s/_______________ 
      EVAN A. SMITH 
      Administrative Assistant 
 
AWR/eas 
